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a) 
b) □ 



-771 MAILING DAI tot this communication appears on the cover sheet with th correspondence address - 

PERIOD FOR rfpi v [check either a) or b)] 

The period for reply expires Smonths from the mailing date of the final rejection 

—o^^ .n 

7°oS HECKTHISB ° XWHEn7hEF,RSTRE ^ 

fee -der 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension 

fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated f^lTSilE Sate oHh^hnZVn ?t , , 00nB »P 0 ^ in 9 amount ° f tne The appropriate extension 
(2) as set forth in (b) aboie, if checked. Any ep ly reS S ff^lSrSn^SSth^ * rep * ^l? 8 ' 1 * S * ' n the final ° ffice actio ^ ° r 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent torn! Adjustment ^StCFrTtS^) thS after th6 ma "' n9 date 0f the final re j ection ' even if 

!□ A N °tice °f AP P e a | was fil d on Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a). or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal 
2.U The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) D SZZZSSXSF* the app,ica,i ° n in b * r ,orm for appeal b * m *°™y « ^ 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 

NOTE: 



3.n Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 



. would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 



4.Q Newly proposed or amended claim(s) _ 
canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

m ^SffiE:^ iss^ar — has been considered but does not p,ace the 

7S p 0 X r L 0SeS f^f" the Pr ° P0Sed amendment ( s ) «)□ will not be entered or bM will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 1-33 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 



8. B The proposed drawing correction filed on 19 July 2002 is a)El approved or b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. D Other: 
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R spons to Am ndment 

The amendment to the specification filed July 12, 2002 will be entered for 
purposes of appeal since the proposed amendments simply correct grammar and 
syntax in the specification. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed July 12, 2002 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant has admitted in paper no. 13 filed July 12, 2002 that Stephany et 
al. US 5,497,174 as utilized in the applied rejection of independent claims 1, 12 and 23 
discloses setting a drive pulse on the basis of printhead conditions such as the number 
of simultaneously driven printing elements. 

The applicant has argued that Stephany et al. fails to determine a fundamental 
pulse width on the basis of driving conditions according to a condition of the printhead 
and controlling the fundamental pulse width based on the number of simultaneously 
driven printing elements. 

The examiner disagrees. 

Stephany et al. clearly teaches determining a fundamental pulse width based on 
driving conditions according to a condition of the printhead (see column 6, lines 19-39 
which specify such parameters as type of ink used and spot size used in determining a 
fundamental pulse width). 
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Stephany et al. clearly teaches that this pulse width is modified based upon the 
number of simultaneously driven print elements (see column 6, lines 57-63). 

There is no clear distinction between what is being claimed by applicant's claims 
1, 12 and 23 and what has been disclosed by Stephany et al. and one of ordinary skill ir 
the art would not be able to distinguish the invention claimed in claims 1, 12 and 23 as 
currently presented from what has been fully disclosed in the prior art. 

Blaise Mouttet July 23, 2002 
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